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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is responsive to amendment filed on 12/18/2007. 

Response to Amendment 
The examiner has acl<nowledged the amended claims 14, 27-39. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments, with respect to the 101 rejection(s) of amended claim(s) 
27-39 have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has 
been withdrawn. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejections of claims 1-39 under 35 USC 
102/103 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. It is important to note that independent claims 1 , and 27, dependent claims 4, 6, 
8, 10-13, 18, 30-31, 33, 35-37 are replete with intended use recitations. The claim does 
not require anything new in that the limitations are "operable to", "adapted to", 
"configured to", "according to", etc. perform steps that practically any computer can be 
configured to perform. A recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention must 
result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art In order 
to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art structure 
is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. Applicant failed to 
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specifically point out any further contentions and thus, failed to claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim Rejections 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the Invention was known or used by others In this country, or patented or described In a printed 
publication In this or a foreign country, before the Invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

Claims 1-3, 14-15 and 27-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Applicant's admitted prior art ("AAPA"), specifically in view of the prior art 
Connect:Direct servers presented in the Description of the Related Art section of 
Applicant's Specification. 

3. Regarding claims 1,14 and 27, AAPA discloses a file transfer system, 
comprising: 

an originating file transfer host [page 2, line 21 , "a host running an originating 
Connect:Direct server"], comprising: 

a server operable to receive a file and a script associated with the file from at 
least one remote terminal, interpret the script, and transfer the script and the file [page 2 
line 27 through page 3 line 5, "the file and a script can be copied to the shared host with 
a login account via FTP..."]; and 

an originating file transfer server operable to receive the script and the file from 
the server and transfer the file to a terminating file transfer server in accordance with the 
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script [page 3 lines 6-8, "Tlie originating Connect:Direct server (with the license) is 
typically dedicated to a single process/application transferring files to the terminating 
Connect:Direct server"]. 

AAPA doesn't specifically disclose that the server is a script server. However, 
the fact that the originating Connect:Direct server supports shell script (see 
Connect:Direct for UNIX User's Guide) and it can handle the file and the script at the 
same time implies the originating Connect:Direct server is also a script server. Thus 
AAPA discloses all limitations of claims 1,14 and 27. 

5. Regarding claims 2, 1 5 and 28, AAPA further discloses wherein the originating 
file transfer server uses a Connect Direct software platform to communicate with a 
terminating file transfer server [pages 2-3]. 

6. Regarding claim 3, AAPA further discloses wherein the terminating file transfer 
server is the transfer point from the originating file transfer server to a receiving 
computer [page 2 lines 23-25, "The file transfer can be made to a remote host running a 
terminating Connect:Direct server. The file can be received on the terminating 
Connect:Direct Server by a local ConnectDirect user."]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 
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8. Claims 10-11, 23-24, and 36-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Postel and Reynolds (RFC 959 "File Transfer Protocol (FTP)", October 
1985, hereinafter referred to as Postel). 

9. Regarding claims 10, 23, and 36, Postel discloses the user identification [Section 
4.1.1, USER NAME (USER): ...The user identification is that which is required by the 
server for access to its file system... Additional identification information in the form of a 
password and/or an account command may also be required by some servers...] and 
the home directory [Section 2.2, pathname: Pathname is defined to be the character 
string which must be input to a file system by a user in order to identify a file. Pathname 
normally contains device and/or directory names, and file name specification. FTP does 
not yet specify a standard pathname convention. Each user must follow the file naming 
conventions of the file systems involved in the transfer.]. 

10. Regarding claims 1 1 , 24, and 37, Postel further discloses: an agent associated 
with the home directory, operable to identify a host name and a receive port of a 
computer associated with the home directory [Section 5.2, col. 2: The user-DTP must 
"listen" on the specified data port; this may be the default user port (U) or a port 
specified in the PORT command...]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects 
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for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

12. Claims 4-6, 8-9, 1 6-1 8, 20-22, 29-31 and 33-35 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Swartz et al. (US 6,961,778 B2, hereinafter 
referred to as Swartz). 

13. Regarding claims 4, 8-9, 16, 20-22, 29, 33-35, Swartz discloses a private 
connection bus operable to transmit information between the schpt server and the 
originating file transfer server [col. 35, lines 4-7, "LAN"]. 

14. Regarding claims 5, 17, and 30, Swartz discloses wherein the script server 
receives files and scripts from said at least one remote terminal via a Java application 
programming interface [col. 9, lines 11-22: ... With Java, developers can create robust 
User Interface (Ul) components...]. 

1 5. Regarding claims 6, 1 8, and 31 , Swartz discloses wherein the Java application 
programming interface is operable to send files and scripts to a particular node of the 
host [col. 9, lines 23-35: ... Java supports programming for the Internet in the form of 
platform-independent Java applets." Java applets are small, specialized applications 
that comply with Sun's Java Application Programming Interface (API) allowing 
developers to add "interactive content" (send files and scripts) to Web documents...]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

16. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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17. Claims 7, 19, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Swartz. 

18. Regarding claims 7, 1 9, and 32, Swartz discloses the C++ language for 
programming [col. 6, lines 15-29]. However, the C language is in the same family as 
C++ and well-known for writing scripts in a UNIX or other operating system. Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the Invention was 
made to incorporate the C language into Swartz's system and have the script server as 
a C language software application on the host system for the purpose of using a well- 
known programming language in the same family, thereby providing an easier to 
maintain system. 

19. Claims 12-13, 25-26, and 38-39, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Postel, and further in view of Wei et al. (US 2002/0087642 A1 , 
hereinafter referred to as Wei). 

20. Regarding claims 12, 25, and 38, Postel discloses all subject matter as 
discussed In claim 1 1 above, except for the Java server script. However, Wei discloses 
using JSP Gava server script) [para. 0025, lines 23-26] as a CGI script. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to 
incorporate the teaching of Wei into Postel's system so that wherein the computer 
associated with the home directory comprises a Java server script operable to monitor 
for communications on the receive port. The motivation would be using off-the-shelf 
product to reduce development time and as a result, faster to the market. 
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21 . Regarding claims 13, 26, and 39, Postel further discloses wherein the agent is 
operable to remove the file from the home directory after transferring the file to the host 
name and receive port of the computer associated with the home directory [Section 
4.1 .3, DELETE: This command causes the file specified in the pathname to be deleted 
at the server site.]. 

Conclusion 

22. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Applicant is reminded that in amending in response to a rejection 
of claims, the patentable novelty must be clearly shown in view of the state of the art 
disclosed by the references cited and the objection made. Applicant must show how 
the amendments avoid such references and objections. See 37 CFR 1.111 (c). 

23. Wahlquist et al., US Patent Number 5,367,667, has taught sending case files and 
script files to a remote computer to perform diagnostic testing. 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the Examiner. 
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In the case of amending tine claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure 
relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds 
of the claimed invention. 



Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael C. Lai whose telephone number is (571 ) 270- 
3236. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571 ) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Michael C. Lai 
14MAR2008 



/Yves Dalencourt/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2157 



